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ASS ASS I MAT I OH Of PRESIDENT 
JOflM YITZOBRALD KENNEDY 
DALLAS, TEXAS 
11/22/63 
Ml SCKLJLANEOUS - 
INFORMATION CONCERNING 


Tb« purpose of this memorandum is to cot forth 
tbs instructions 1 received fro* United States Attorney 
LOUIS C. LaCOUR, and his assistants, JOHN C. CZQLIHO and 
FRITZ VETERS, concerning ay testimony .before the Orleans 
Parish Grand Jury inquiry into District Attorney JIM 
GARRISON'S investigation of parties Involved in the 
conspiracy to assassinate President KENNEDY. In this 
memorandum I as setting forth to the best of my rro col- 
lection the general areas of questions put to ae daring 
■y appearances before the Grand Jury by District Attorney 
GARRISON and bis assistants, JAMES ALOOCK. ANDREW 8CIAMBRA 
and ALVIN OTER. -- - 

United States Attorney LaCOUR initially instruc- 
ted me, after I was subpoenaed, to invoke the privilege 
oa all questions put to *s and to only anaeer as to *y 
***•» the fact that X an an agsnt and assigned to tbs 
Ms® Orleans Office of the VBI . 

On the date of the receipt of tbe subpoena and 
until £2ay 17, 1967, and at the bearing before Judge 
BERNARD J, BAOIST Of the Criminal District Court of 
Orleans Parish, New Orleans, Louisiana, I stood mute 
at all proceedings relating to this matter pursuant to 
instructions of tbe United States Attorney. 

On the morning of May 17, 1967, Criminal District 
Judge BAG8ST denied the United States Attorney's motion 
to quash ths subpoena which I received and ordered i 
appear before the Orleans Parish Grand Jury at 2:00 
on that date. 

Assistant United States Attorney CIOLXIO 
UirfESS were with as at all of my appearances la o 
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meat's motion to ouash th« Y K 7 ’ vheQ tb e Govern- 

tc »y .ppe,?a“ n « SS2.*2. , S52S ^rlfrc“ n r d I 
io!?H r s d LaC0UR ’ 6 instructions to the exteif thS ?! 

lege as e i? e Joafd r h t£> Ju6tlf * invoking the JJivi- 

t _f . - * uld be subject to judicial review Thev 

d me to use my own Judgement in invoking the nri vf 
lege and that I should answer ouentinno ^ v — 

knowledge. Along these linL ?H 5f ° f “ y OWQ P ef sonal 
and VETERS > E tn fs ,. ese A J;° es in discussing with CIOLINO 
answired hi J r l questions should and should not be 

GARKISOK might ' possibly°ask 1 *e t fh th,t Dlstrlot Attorney 
DAVID FSKHlI o D P N»'m^L I 2 !%«' "« I 

matter oi my own personal knowledge because FIMI^wis 
ie fact, present tn the Courtroom on th“ date ' 

three .esiit.nts 8 .^ f. 1' 

S Jftl: w""*' 0 '. tbe Questions. During the 

* that all of GARRISON'S atatesieats of alleg&d fact 
eer 6*661 f-eer v iQg Sti ° n * P “‘ “ “ “» *27*5* 

Q 4 ?w 4 jn' fi re ® a ff to 5 he above Question relating to 

HAOTg; 1 S™? 1 n „Ti t '‘ C ? b *“ lQ tho »" O^uauu are, 

krtn-iln HARVEY 0S * A1 -‘ D 6 employment by the CIA, I had no 
not kno? concerning this matter and replied that I did 

of questions 

Another series/involving the identity of a heavy 
set Cuban who was "Shepherding" OSWALD around New Orleans 
was propounded to me by District Attorney GARRISON in the 
same manner, I had no knowledge of any such individual 
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mssd replied that I did not know. 

Aft®-r tho first two of thrti quosIIoq! aaaitr/w 
** k « m. .h«h.r ,h. HI., of th. TO SHuuS’iESifSo. 
oono.rolBg OSWALD'S Mexican actlviti©.. At this »ot»t I 
Invoked th# privilege and road to SAILS I SOM and t ho furors 
tho Instructions I rocolvod fros the Attornoy General. 
Throughout ay appearance before tho Jury, whenever & Question 
was asked concerning what our files ohovod or what I did 
JlQ » a ln veetlgativo capacity, I Invoked the privilege la 
iastanc«, • 


vfe' 


District Attornoy 0ARRI80H asked a serlos of 
questions regarding tho ldontlty of tho naaes-I oat lasts 
*“2 approxlaatAy twenty fro. a Hot In his possession- 
and asked if 1 know those Individuals. The n&ssa seemed to 
be Cuban or Spanish naaea and seant nothing whatsoever to 
ao and l replied that I did not know any of those Individuals, 
fron tho very inception of ay appearance and Interspersed 
throughout , District Attorney OAJtBlSQH propounded nuneroue 
questions to ae concerning ay knowledge of the relationship 
between CLAY SHAW and in HARVZY OSWALD. Whenever the * 
questions involved my personal knowledge X answered the 
question Id* not know, however, when the question related 

the ^rlviiage* COr<1 * ^ opsrations x invoked 

Froa th® questions propounded to a© by Dlstrlet 
Attorney fflARJtlSCW and Me here of hie etaff the natter of 
greatest laporianoe, whiob was referred to on several occa- 
sions during the course of ay appearance was what Investiga- 
tion was conducted by the IBI to clear 4X& T §HAV la the 

XXXMXDT. During the®® questions, 
m&M sox and aeabere of hie staff referred a aw&bw of tlaes 
to the Attorney General's ststeaent in this regard. On one 
occasion Assistant District Attorney ALOOCA gave a long dis- 
sertation on Attorney General OJtSX’s stateaent whiob was 

^ th * ■** T ? rk Ti **" mad mt tlaes read fros article 
which had appeared la this oswspaper. la regard to tbs qnww- 
tlon regarding Investigation ooaduuted to clear CLAT CHAV I 
Invoked the privilege, is regard to the lew York Tlaes artiole 
I answered I did act know anything about it. At anas tias 

1 *** Ml,d District Attorney 
CAUXgOB If X knew &AY BUThAHD to whleh I as eve red an. 
Additional quoetionn were asked of as by GAUISOC 1 evolving 
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Jtno.w^Af 11 ^* 1 Of qu*ition« were aeked regarding a ~ 

these questions I do not know. I wa * a i*o asked what!^ ^ 
I knew SERGIO ajscacha rhttu .„h t I ,rv *® £ ® G whether 
h "7 A ^ A r* 1A B«TH and I replied that I bad seen 
^kCAQLSl but was aot acquainted with him. 

District Attorney GARRISON asked a «»jM a> n * 
«u..tlo M r.„.rdl„„ th. iT ®* . 

Bi ,^55r4rfi*AffsaS 

•lth.r o! th... «tt.r./ Th. ,i.«r o « Ita 

,h) ' “* !«.!?«. .S. 

k ^ wn &X90 tiktd if X hid ftRy k^ilAdi7A tn# 

I r®p"L°l , ‘S“^°LS;? k * r ** " OU -*' to .hid. 




SAWura™*, 1 * 1 *^ 1 ?* Attor “*r OUUWSOH asked if I knee V @W 
RANMIsr&R, and I told hie yea. He then asked if I bad »» 

O,fio# aad the identity of anyone I 
obeeryed there. I answered that 1 had been la HAjnriffraw'a 


. Throughout ey appearaaoe various questions sere inter. 

*r ‘~»i«<«:. Of Jici »BBr? th. p^p^M is 
st»it to Mew Orleans and whether 1 had any kaowledee of *L 

thl n l i i 7 ^? f p * r ® OQ * E0BY oontaoted in Mew Orleans. I answered 

oS!-?Tn* ti0 ?“ ° 7 T y ° wn P* rBOaal knowledge that I did sot^ksow 
Qu® at loan along these lines which involved the reoorda of Who* 
oovernseat, j invoked the privilege. ® OOWl ® of the 
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vl ”* d rrnil «t tk«t tl»o. I to-i bUdidsl; 

GARRISOa then asked a eeri@® of other auemtlon® 

“.“rTiii. 0 !:" 1 *" '’ ith “■"* — •*■=» tSTi^KKr 

ft . + ** °“® point, GARRI80X asked a number of ouestiomm 

about ay knowledge of tha buying of equip®® at, much ajs 

KSV* ?th.r “*»•. by the Cuban, in le, OrllSa te 
^hich I replied that I did not km©®. * ** 

w*m eui^ris Vt rs*?Siis 

c?! ^ i ^ *“y in formation of DALZKLL being eaployod by 

CIA and 2 am seared I did not know. 

tli - 2 ? a * t ben naked if t>.e records of the FBI oon- 

taioed any Information concerning the identity of the 

V^TiVl.V ..^’ "** TOlc * OI L * tl1 

A *rent sibbsu*c *‘® k ®^ * ** ri ** ® f Questions concerning Special 
rf!!li JJ**** 1 * d ® Btt0XTB * * aaknd if I knew him end I 

"* Mk#d lf be warn mtill am FBI Agost e»d 
I l tig aeked if he In Mot mm, 

f 2> 1# ®? *“ 1 r “ ,u * <i > «< t m . i ..^ 
;; 10 m ioc * ,,d • n.u« »»»ino*to», ».c. 

K ISsl b.Ior. or.* to-., , 

^ «„ l7SA VSTKRa tbnt District Attorney QAJtAI&OM knee that ka 
dcMORTS was la eaahlngton, D.C. SS! ££ “ 

bj GaUisSs*' ^ *S^SS» 0 ' i ;“£ 1 lnf0rB *“ 0B 1101 alr « d y been 

* owuiisoa, in U« comnu to the Greed Jarr 
indicated that he had knoe ledge of the feet that SA deBROKTS 
b* 043 ;^ 1 ••curity Matters while is lee Orleans eed asked for 
ii?** 1 ?? 1111 *? 01 **•“** working security matters. I replied 
that the only one I could recall was SA deKBUKTS. 9 
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X was asked if I knew LEAK ANDREWS and I acknowledged 
that I did. I was asked if DEAN ANDREWS worked for any 
agency of the Federal Government . I answered I did mot know 
except that ANDREWS eight have worked j®rs ago as am employes 
of the Immigration and Naturalization Service. During the 
questioning concerning ANDREWS I was asked by a Eaember of 
the jury whether I had Investigated DEAN ANDREWS and I re- 
plied that Eay contacts with DEAN ANDREWS were s#t forth in 
the Warren Commission report. 

I want to point out that throughout GARRISON’S 
questioning of m there was no continuity In the sequsae# 
of questions or subject natter. Many of the questions 
were phrased as statenents of alleged fact designed to 
elicit an agreement fron me to the facts as stated by him. 
GARRISON got no such agreement from me. 
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District Court bwfore Judge BAGKKT and ««r« representing 
the Federal Oov«rimeat Id this utter. These assistants 
anticipated an adverse ruling by Judge BAGEKT on the 
Government's motion to quash on May 17, 1967. After the 
hearing on the morning of May 17, 1967, when the Govern- 
cent’s motion to quash the subpoena was denied and prior 
to my appearance before the Orleans Parish Gttftd Jury, 
Assistant United States Attorneys CIOLIHO and y£T^B8 
tempered LaCOUH's instructions to the extent thatit 
would be necessary for me to Justify invoKl^g the privi- 
leg© as it woqld be subject to Judicial! revie?: They 

told so to use ay own judgement in invbking the privi- 
lege and that 1 h^ould answer queetilgpfi df ay own personal 
knowledge, and if 2 . was in doubt on to) question I could 
ooae out and ask then about it. '7\ V/ 

Along these lines Id discusgiag^v'tib CIOLINO 
and YETE&fl as to what questions Should and should not be 
answered by ms, I bad anticipated *hat District Attorney 
GARNI SON sight possibly ask/aeths question, did 2 sea 
DAYID FXRSIK on November 21, 1963, in United States 
District Court (during trJjtfT^of/ CARJuQS MAttPELLC\dn Fraud 
Against the Government charges). They indicated' to me 
that 1 should answer in th«?Tfirmatlve as this was a 
matter of ay own personal knowledge because FERRXN was, 
in fact, present iV the Courtroom on that date. 

I vent before /the Grand Jury at approximately 
4;s« PM. In the^rand/Jury room, along with the Jurors 
were GARRISON end ' hle/three assistants mentioned above. 
GARRISON aeked host of the questions. During tbs first 
half ef the interrogation GARRISON prefaced each question 
with a "apeech* Stktiug as declaratloae of fact that 

was an employee of the CIA and was associated with 
$ hi Cubans in the Mew Orleans area and did I know this. 

I f«t that AlV of GARRISON'S statements of alleged fact 
auestloos put to me before the Grand Jury 
vers sel^-sefTiag. 


regard to the above question relating to 
C^fALD * a association with Cubans ia the Nee Orleans ares 
sad LKZ MAS.TSJ OSWALD'S employmsnt by tbs CIA, I had so 
heowledg^ coaoaraiog this natter and replied that I did i 


/ Another series of questions involving the identity 
• fa heavy set Cuban who was "Shepherding" OSWALD around Mew 
Cleans was propounded to me by Diatriot Attorney GAUUSQS 
is the earns meaner. I had so knovlodge of any such individual 


